WHY? 


“No consecrated absurdity would have stood its ground if man had not silenced child’s objections.” — Michelet. 


VOL. II. 


“IMPRACTICABLE DREAMERS.” 


“Your ideas are all right in theory, but they are not prac- 
ticable; men need some tangible power to govern them and 
force them to respect the social contract.” Such is the ob- 
jection urged against us as a last resort by advocates of the 
present social order, when, after thorough discussion, we have 
answered their arguments and demonstrated that the worker 
can hope for no sensible improvement of his lot while the 
machinery of the present social system is preserved. “Your 
ideas are all right, but they are not practicable; man is not 
yet sufficiently developed to live in such an ideal state. In 
order to put them into practice human beings must first have 
become perfect,” is added by many other persons, undoubtedly 
sincere, but who are misled by education and habit, see 
only the difficulties and are not yet sufficiently convinced 
of the principles to work for their realization. And in addi- 
tion to these avowed adversaries and these indifferentists 
who may become friends, there rises up a third category of 
persons more dangerous than declared opponents. These 
latter pretend to be animated with enthusiasm for our ideas; 
they loudly assert that nothing can be greater, that the pres- 
ent organization is worthless and must vanish before the 
new idea, that it is the goal toward which humanity is tend- 
ing, etc. “But,” they add, “it is not immediately practicable; 
humanity must be prepared for it, brought to understand 
this happy condition;” and under this pretext of being prac- 
tical they seek to revive those reform projects which we have 
just shown to be illusory. They perpetuate existing preju- 
dices by flattering those to whom they speak, and seek per- 
sonally to profit as much as possible from the present situ- 

«ton; before long their ideal vanishes to make room for the 
instinct towards the preservation of the existing order of 
things. Unfortunately it is but too true that those ideas 
which are the end and aim of our aspirations are not imme- 
diately realizable. The number of persons who have under- 
stood them is yet too small a minority to exercise any im- 
mediate influence upon events or the course of our social 
organization. But is that any reason why we should not work 
for their realization? If one is convinced of the justice of 
his principles why not try to put them into. practice? If 
everybody were to say, “It is not possible,” and passively 
accept the yoke of the present society, it is plain that the 
capitalistic order of things would still have many centuries 
to run. 

If the first thinkers who fought the Church and the mon- 
archy on behalf of natural ideas and independence; who 
faced the executioner and the scaffold in order to proclaim 
these, had said “it is not possible,” while dreaming of their 
ideal, we should, today, still be bound by mythical concep- 
tions and seignorial rights. It is because there have always 
been people who were not “practical,” but singularly con- 
vinced of a truth and seeking to disseminate it, wherever 
they could, with all their might, that man, today, begins to 
be familiar with his own origin, and to get rid of his super- 
‘stitions concerning divine and human authority. 

In one of the chapters of his really valuable book, “Out- 
lines of a Morality without Authority or Duty,” M. Guyau 
develops this admirable idea: ‘He who does not act as he 
thinks, thinks incompletely.” Nothing can be truer. When 
one is thoroughly convinced of an idea, it is impossible for 
him, feeling it, not to seek to spread it and endeavor to 
realize it. How often do disputes arise between friends over 
trivial matters, in which each maintains his own view without 
any other motive than the conviction that he is in the right 
of the matter. Yet to please one’s friend, or even to avoid 
wounding him, it would cost nothing to let him speak his 
mind without either approving or disapproving; since the 
thing he maintains is of no real importance to our convic- 
tions, why not let him have his way? And this we often do 
in a conversation concerning things about which we have no 
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fixed opinion; but directly something about which we have 
an opinion comes up, presto! we take sides and dispute with 
our best friends in defense of our own opinion. Now, if 
people act this way about trifles, how much stronger must 
be the impulse received when it is a question of opinions 
which have to do with the future of all humanity, the en- 
franchisement of our class, our posterity, and ourselves! 

Truly, we understand that not every one can bring the 
same amount of resistance to bear in the struggle, the same 
degree of energy in combating existing institutions. Tem- 
peraments and characters are not all moulded alike. The 
difficulties are so great, poverty so severe, persecutions so 
multiplied, that we comprehend how there must be degrees 
in efforts towards the propaganda of what is admitted to be 
true and just. But acts are always in proportion to the 
impulse received and the intensity of one’s faith in his be- 
liefs. Very often one may be deterred by considerations of 
one’s family, one’s relations or the necessities of earning 
one’s daily bread; but whatever be the force of these consid- 
erations, if one is really a man they will never go so far as 
to make him swallow all the infamies that spread out before 
his eyes. There comes a time when one sends considerations 
to the devil, remembering that he is a man and that he had 
dreamed of something better than what he has been compelled 
to submit to. He who is incapable of making any sacrifice 
for the principles he claims to profess, does not really believe 
in them at all; he decorates himself with the label merely for 
show, because at some time it looked well, or because he pre- 
tends to justify certain vices, by the help of these principles; 
beware of taking him into your confidence he will deceive 
you. 

As to those who seek to profit by existing institutions, 
ostensibly for the purpose of aiding the propaganda of new 
ideas, they are ambitious knaves who flatter the future in 
order to enjoy the present in peace. 

It is, then, quite plain that our ideas are not immediately 
realizable; we do not hesitate to admit it. But they will 
become so through the energy exerted by those who will un- 
derstand them. The greater the intensity of the propaganda 
the nearer the hour of realization. It is not by yielding to 
existing institutions that we shall do battle with them, nor 
yet by hiding our light under a bushel. To fight these in- 
stitutions, to work for the advancement of new ideas, we must 
have energy; this energy can come from nothing but convic- 
tion. Those, then, who already have the conviction must find 
their men and labor to impart it to them. 

Reforms being inapplicable, as we think we have shown, 
it would hence be conscious deception to recommend them to 
the workers. Furthermore, we know that the force of cir- 
cumstances will infallibly drive the workers to a revolution; 
crises, enforced idleness, the development of machinery, polit- 
ical complications, all conspire to throw the workers upon 
the street, and compel them to revolt in order to affirm their 
right to existence. Now, since the revolution is inevitable 
and all reforms illusory, nothing remains but to prepare for 
the struggle; that is what we are doing by moving directly 
towards our object, leaving to the ambitious the business of 
carving out positions and sinecures for themselves from the 
misery they pretend they would assuage. 

Just here, however, we anticipate an objection; “If you 
recognize that your ideas are not yet ready to be put in 
practice,” it will be said, “are you not preaching abnegation 
to the present generation for the sake of future generations, 
in asking them to strive for an idea whose immediate reali- 
zation you cannot guarantee to them?” In nowise do we 
preach abnegation; we merely refuse to delude ourselves as 
to the facts, nor are we willing to encourage enthusiasts in 
deceiving themselves. We take the facts as they are, analyze 
and set them forth thus:—A class which owns all and is 
unwilling to give up anything on the one side; on the other 
side a class which produces all, possesses nothing, and has 
no other alternative than a cowardly cringing to its ex- 
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ploiters, slavishly waiting for them to throw it a bone to 
gnaw, having no longer dignity, pride, or any quality which 
uplifts human character, or else to revolt and imperatively 
demand what is refused to all its genuflections. For those 
who think only of their own personality, those who want 
to enjoy themselves at any price, and no matter how, there 
is nothing pleasant in the alternative. We would advise all 
such to yield to the exactions of present society, to try to 
chip out their own little niche, not to look where they plant 
their feet, not to be afraid of crushing those who hinder 
them; such people have nothing in common with us. But to 
those who think they can be really free only when their lib- 
erty ceases to trammel the liberty of the weakest of their 
fellows; to those who cannot be happy until they know that 
the pleasures in which they delight have not cost some dis- 
inherited one his tears, to them we say that there is on abne- 
gation on the part of any one who recognizes that one must 
struggle to be free. 

We proclaim this material fact, that there can be no en- 
franchisement of humanity save through the application of 
our principles; it rests with humanity to decide whether it 
will free itself completely, at one stroke, or whether there 
must forever be a privileged minority which will profit by all 
its progress at the expense of those who are dying of want 
while producing for others. Shall we be the ones to see the 
morning dawn? Will it be the present generation, or that 
which follows it or a still later one? We do not know, we do 
not care; it will be those who will have enough energy and 
courage in their breasts to want to be free, who will find the 
way to obtain freedom. J. G. 


SURVIVAL OF THE FITTEST. 


Now that evolution is a recognized fact, and its evidences 
are discerned by a large number of persons in all walks of 
life, the upholders of the present order of things seek to 
prove the “naturalness” and perpetuity of present social and 
economic conditions by asserting that all these things are an 
evolution, consequently could not be otherwise. In excuse, 
or justification, for the inequalities that exist they tell us 
that it is according to natural law, that the fittest must sur- 
vive. 

Let us examine into the foundation of this remark and 
see if it will bear the light of investigation. If the theory 
of the survival of the fittest is true, and if we admit the 
premises, there is no escaping the conclusion. Not being 
satisfied with the conclusion, it becomes necessary to re- 
examine the premises and see if they: accord with the facts. 

The theory, briefly stated, is this: Given a definite area 
of soil—an acre of the entire earth—a number of plants and 
animals start life together. They increase in numbers in a 
geometric ratio. As long as there is room for the ever in- 
creasing numbers, there is no struggle, but the increased 
numbers overflow into the unoccupied territory. But when 
the entire given area is fully occupied, the constant increase 
of individuals makes the continued existence of them all, im- 

ossible. Hence the struggle for existence which is presented 
in plant and animal life. In this struggle some must perish, 
others will survive. Those that survive are termed the fit- 
test, because they have survived; their survival being the 
proof of their fitness. Alter the conditions under which this 
struggle is going on, and immediately those plants and ani- 
mals which were the fittest become the unfit and perish, while 
those which had previously been amongst the unfit immedi- 
ately prove themselves the fittest, and either partially or 
wholly exterminate those that previously dominated the field. 
It is evident, then, that fitness to survive depends upon the 
conditions under which the struggle for existence takes place. 
Then, again, it is only when the means of subsistence is lim- 
ited, and the beings dependent upon these means far exceed 
the number that can possibly exist thereon, that the struggle 
for existence reaches that stage where some must perish in 
order that others may exist. 

Bearing these facts in mind, it is clear that any theory 
which justifies the luxury of some and the squalor of others, 
as survival of the fittest, is not founded on facts, but on a 
false premise, for the purpose of misleading those not thor- 
oughly acquainted with the facts on which the theory rests. 

I am free to admit that, under any given conditions, the 
fittest must survive. This is simply a fact, and does not 
imply justice, nor injustice. If, then, political economists are 
right in considering the present conditions an evolution, not 
within our power to change, the logic of the argument is,— 
the means of subsistence being limited, the ones that can 


supply their wants, and thus survive, are the fittest. The 
cruel, the cunning, the unscrupulous and indifferent of the 
sufferings of others, under these conditions, become the fit- 
test. 
Let this idea get possession of the mass of suffering hu- 
manity, that it is intended to keep in subjection, and they 
may see the logic of it and make short work of those who 
consider themselves the fittest, and by the force of their 
numbers, and through desperation, prove themselves the fit- 
test to survive, in a remorseless war of extermination. Who 
would be the fittest if the cities were burned and the cold, 
chilly rain drizzling down incessantly on men, women and 
children sheltering themselves as best they might in poorly 
constructed hovels? The theory of the survival of the fit- 
test. justifies mob violence as well as the lawful methods of 
commerce. It is only a question of might. 

But does the number of human beings now on the earth 
so press upon the means of subsistence that strife and vio- 
lence are necessary to determine who shall exist, and who 
shall perish? Most assuredly not. The struggle for exist- 
ence now is due to monopoly. To the legal restriction of 
natural opportunities. It is an indisputable fact that there 
is an abundance of resources to supply a much larger popu- 
lation than now exists on the earth. This being the case, 
there is no reason for any struggle between individuals in 
order to exist. 

If those who now enjoy life at the expense f others in- 
sist on preventing others from utilizing the natural re- 
sources, and thus providing themselves with the necessities 
of life, and in thus making human life a fierce struggle, 
then they must not complain if their victims awake some 
day to the logic of the theory they so persistently put for- 
ward in justification of the distinctions existing in society 
today, and, acting thereon, drive them from the mansions 
and palaces, and compel them—once the fit, but now the 
unfit—to toil that the once unfortunate may revel in the 
luxury which they once enjoyed. 

Such conditions are not necessary, nor are they desirable. 
The only struggle necessary to the existence of all, is the 
struggle with the crudities of inorganic nature, and with the 
weeds and brambles. 

Imagine a condition of freedom, a condition in which every 
one -has an equal opportunity with everyone else. Super- 
abundance of the requisites of life, culture and refinement, 
would soon exist. Under these conditions wko would be the 
fittest? Those who took best care of themselves, that lived 
such lives as to give themselves strength, health and vigor. 
The careless, the indifferent, those who acted so as to break 
down their health, these would be the “unfit”; the ones who 
first would “perish.” 

Now it only remains to be said, that, considering that our 
fitness depends largely upon ourselves, it behooves all true 
revolutionists to show that they understand this theory, and, 
if the ruling class will not harken to reason, will not allow 
a re-modeling of conditions so as to give full liberty to each 
and all, then they must prove themselves the fittest to sur- 
vive, not only in theory but also in fact. They must show 
that they can endure more exposure, cold, hunger and suf- 
fering than their victims, or—the others proving themselves 
the fittest—they must perish. R. E. D. 


THE LETTER BOX. 


D. H., Olympia, Wash: Your article would be more suit- 
able for a medical journal; we are only social doctors in 
embryo. The author of the article you take some exception 
to did not accuse all vegetarians of advocating sterilization 
for “criminals,” although the party he had in mind did so 
in print. We will send your MSS. to him for consideration. 


Every manly act is a revolt. 
* * * 
A trust is a large body of stolen wealth entirely sur- 
rounded by watered stock. 
* * * 


“I am_honest,’’ exclaimed the legislator, with fervor. 
Honest? Well, that may be, but your job is a thief. 
* * * 


With hate made unprofitable by the abolition of class and 
personal privileges; with poverty made impossible by the 
freedom to work; with the social instincts given free room 
by the sense of mutual dependence and love of comrades; 
with all the latent powers of man roused by opportunity for 
development, I think that life would taste sweet. 
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ANARCHIST COMMUNISM. 


Anarchism may be briefly defined as the negation of all 
government and all authority of man over man: Communism 
as the recognition of the just claim of each to the fullest 
satisfaction of all his needs, physical, moral and intellectual. 
The Anarchist, therefore, while resisting as far as possible 
all forms of coercion and authority, repudiates just as firmly 
even the suggestion that he should impose himself upon 
others, realizing as he does that this fatal propensity in the 
majority of mankind has been the cause of nearly all the 
misery and bloodshed in the world. He understands just as 
clearly that to satisfy his needs without contributing, to the 
best of his ability, his share of labor in maintaining the 
general well-being, would be to live at the expense of others 
—to become an exploiter and to live as the rich drones of 
today. Obviously, then, government on the one hand and 
private ownership of the means of production on the other, 
complete the vicious circle—the present social system—which 
keeps mankind degraded and enslaved. 


There will be no need to justify the Anarchists’ attack 
upon all forms of government; history teaches the lesson 
he has learned on every page. But that lesson being con- 
cealed from the mass of the people by interested advocates of 
“law and order,” and even by many Social Democrats, the 
Anarchist deals his hardest blows at the sophisms that uphold 
the State, and urges workers in striving for their emanci- 
pation to continue their efforts on the economic field. 

It follows, therefore, that politically and economically his 
attitude is purely revolutionary; and hence arises the vilifi- 
cation and misrepresentation that Anarchism, which de- 
nounces all forms of social injustice, meets with in the press 
and from .public speakers. 

Rightly conceived, Anarchism is no mere abstract ideal 
theory of human society. It views life and social relations 
with eyes disillusioned. Making an end of all superstitions, 
prejudices and false sentiments it tries to see things as they 
really are; and without building castles in the air it finds by 
the simple correlation of established facts that the grandest 
possibilities of a full and free life can be placed within 
the reach of all, once that monstrous bulwark of all our social 
*jquities—the State—has been destroyed, and common prop- 
erty declared. 

By education, by free organization, by individual and as- 
sociated resistance to political and economic tyranny, the 
Anarchist hopes to achieve his aims. The task may seem 
impossible to many, but it should be remembered that in 
science, in literature, in art, the highest minds are with the 
Anarchist or are imbued with distinct Anarchist tendencies. 
Even our bitterest opponents admit the beauty of our 
“dream” and reluctantly confess it would be well for human- 
ity if it were “possible.” Anarchist Communist propaganda is 
the intelligent, organized, determined effort to realize the 
“dream” and to ensure that freedom and well-being for all 
shall be possible. Rig. B: 


THE INCUBUS. 


The Incubus sat on the Workingman’s shoulders. 

“Get up,” said the Incubus, as he struck in his spurs, 
“this is a question as to whether we or the workers are to 
run our business.” 

“But I cannot keep on carrying you unless I get more to 
eat,” said the Workingman. 

“You have a full dinner pail,” said the Incubus, as he 
ordered a bottle and a canvassback; “as for me—although 
God in his infinite wisdom has given me control of the prop- 
erty of this country—I get no more than board and clothes.” 

“But,” objected the Workingman, “I often do not get 
that. 

“T will give you a library to carry on your back,” said 
the Incubus. 

“How could the like of me get a chance to read?” 

“Be content,” said the Incubus, “in that station of life to 
which it shall please me and God to call you.” 

“But you grow heavier all the time,” said the Working- 
man. 

“Every man has a chance to ride,” said the Incubus, “Why 
didn’t you get up here? There’s plenty of room at the top.” 

“JT think,” said the Workingman, “it was intended that 
both of us should walk.” 5 

“That,” said the Incubus, “is blasphemy. If I should get 
off your back it would shake the foundations of Society.” 


THE SOCIAL PROBLEM. 


In your issue of March 15, in the first article, you say: 
“Of course we don’t pretend to have the solution of the social 
problem.” You are modest. If your readers are convinced 
that the things for which you aim are desirable, how to pro- 
ceed to possess them is a pressing question. If you are will- 
ing, I should like to give the “solution of the social problem” 
a whack. 

We cannot get a fair start toward the solution unless we 
search for the constructive uses of our inner individual and 
social powers. Combinations of individual ideas and acts 
make social institutions. We see that in our established 
order despotism is very prominent. All revolutionists desire 
the extermination of despotism. Despotism does not mean 
the same thing to individuals of differing mentalities. The 
reason for this is that the elemental force underlying all 
despotisms has in some way dodged the spot light. 

Misapplication of will power by dominating others is 
despotism. “Many a mickle makes a muckle” is true in the 
use of will power as in everything else. The difference be- 
tween the bully and the organized ruling combinations is in 
degree only. The essence is the same. So to get rid of des- 
potism we must learn to employ our will power. Construc- 
tively, both individually and in masses. 

When an individual commands another he not only mis- 
applies will power, but he performs an anti-social act. When 
the person commanded obeys the command he nullifies or 
suspends a portion of his will power during the time of obedi- 
ence. The former makes a foolish use of strength. The latter 
exhibits weakness. 

A professional despot habitually commands. A constant 
slave habitually obeys. The brain of one develops abnormal- 
ly, and of the other wastes away. The despot’s self-confi- 
dence and self-esteem become ponderous. The slave’s self- 
confidence and self-esteem dwindle pitifully. 

All despotic individuals and orders teach obedience to the 
“rank and file,” sometimes with a club or dungeon, sometimes 
with precepts. I need not particularize on the forceful meth- 
ods. You have all heard the precepts, “children, obey your 
parents,” “wives, obey your husbands,” “slaves, obey your 
masters,” “privates, obey your officers,” “subjects, obey your 
king,—or the law,” “and everybody obey God,” haven’t you? 
Democracy? Talk of Democracy—there is nothing more 
Democratic than despotism! As with profit-mongering, we 
all take part in the game. It will not be far from the truth 
if I say everyone bosses or tyrannizes over someone. 

A counterpart of despotism is terrorism. Terrorism is 
harmful in little bits or in bulk. The will properly backs up 
all constructive development of every individual industrial 
faculty. The will must be the stay of intellectual growth. 
United, the will and the intellect manage the manifestations 
of the emotions. With everything about us “at sixes and 
sevens” as at present, one of our most valued emotions, 
sympathy, works overtime and keeps us upon the rack be- 
cause we must expend it comforting the tormented instead 
of rejoicing with our associates in our work, our play and 
our happiness. 

I have made much of the use of the will because the will 
is to the individual what land is to industry. Our masters 
have monopolized the will power of the people, as well as the 
land upon which they must exist. 

We should co-operate in the social expenditure of will 
power. If, perchance, one of us knows something desirable 
of which our neighbor is ignorant, the knowledge should 
be passed along with a feeling of fellowship and not as from 
a master to an inferior. Unrestricted exchange of helpful- 
ness and friendliness is of paramount importance. The arro- 
gance of mastery and servility of slavery are perpetual clogs 
to social advancement. Constant co-operation NOW in every 
movement we engage in will help to increase our powers for 
future efforts. 

Lest we forget, I will say once more, it is the combination 
of our individual ideas and acts which makes the institu- 
tions of society. When enough of us determine to “command 
not, nor obey,” despotic institutions will cease to be op- 
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Liberty smiles even with a rope around her neck. 
x k 


If the moral wave spreads much further over Congress 
we may expect to see statesmen refusing to remain on the 
employes’ roll of the corporations which sent them to the 
national legislature. 
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BACKWARD AND FORWARD. 


Who’s next? We really thought that the practice of issu- 
ing papal bulls had been discontinued, or at least its usage 
confined to Socialist domains to brow beat unruly members 
guilty of manifesting a wee bit of individuality of thought 
and action. We were on the wrong tack, however. The 
mating season being close at hand, Regeneracion of Los 
Angeles caught time by the forelock and joined the move- 
ment in favor of excommunication, and without much ado 
counts Kropotkin, Grave and Malatesta out, branding them 
“parlor revolutionists,” for the heinous offense of doubting 
the Anarchist character of the civil war in Mexico. Our 
three comrades certainly do not need our defense; their long 
years of activity in the movement, their persecution suffered 
for the cause of human emancipation, their undaunted spirit 
are sufficient factors to offset any reflection upon their char- 
acter. But what if they felt disposed to pay their detractors 


in like coin? They might retort: “If the social revolution. 


really exists in Mexico, surely the sword is mightier than the 
pen; arm yourselves, cross the frontier and with Zapata 
march to Mexico City!” 

* * * 

“The Woman Rebel,” is the title of a new monthly just 
issued in New York. No, it isn’t a. suffraget organ or a 
mouth-piece of a group of dilettantes worshipping at the 
shrine of One Big Ego—just a plain, outspoken, liberty-lov- 
tag, frankly revolutionary publication that captivates one’s 
sympathy from the start. Subscription $1.00 a year. Ad- 
dress, 34 Post Avenue, N. Y. C. 

* * * 


Speaking of revolutionary papers we would like to set 
“Solidarity” right for informing its readers that Anarchism 
is a vague and negative philosophy. For the benefit of our 
I. W. W. organ we give the following comprehensive summary 
of our views: 

“We Anarchists—i. e., men who would be without rulers— 
fight against all who have usurped power, or who wish to 
usurp it. Our enemy is the owner who keeps the land for 
himself and makes the peasant work for his advantage. Our 
enemy is the manufacturer who fills his factory with slaves. 
Our enemy is the State—whether monarchical, oligarchical 
or democratic—with its officials and staff of officers, mag- 
istrates and police spies. Our enemy is every thought of 
authority, whether men call it God or Devil, in whose name 
the priests have ruled honest people so long. Our enemy 
is the law, under which the weak always oppress the weak, 
to the justification and apotheosis of crime. But, if the land- 
owners, the manufacturers, the heads of the State, the priests 
and the law are our enemies, we are also thé’~s, and we op- 
pose them boldly. We intend to reconquer the land and the 
factory from the landowner and the manufacturer. We mean 
to annihilate the State, under whatever name it may be con- 
cealed; and we mean to get our freedom back again in spite 
of priest or law.” 

This terse declaration of principles is by Bakunin, and 
the Anarchists—at least those who do not cloak their views 
under a “philosophical”? veneer—have unreservedly stood by 
them ever since. What is really vague and indefinite is the 
editor’s logic when right in the same breath claims that his 
organization attracts Anarchists to its ranks; and since he 
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considers the I. W. W. as having a revolutionary mission, the 
fact that Anarchists are in hearty accord with its tenets and 
join it, would conclusively prove that they are far from delv- 
ing into the vague and indefinite. Selah! 

* * 

This paper has been asked to support the Tacoma fire- 
men in their demand of having their hours of service re- 
duced to twelve instead of the present twenty-four hour 
schedule. Accustomed to speak our mind freely, without ifs 
or buts or any other prudent reserve; having no votes or 
prestige to lose—like our friends the Socialists—we will 
state that the firemen have never identified their interests 
with the remainder of the working class, and especially in 
this democratic country of ours have always assumed prerog- 
atives that properly do not belong to them. In their strenuous 
effort to demonstrate their loyalty and attachment to exist- 
ing institutions, they have sunk low enough to scab on police- 
men and turn the hose on workers on strike, on unemployed 
meetings and on men aroused by the injustices heaped upon 
them; their attitude in many respects has been even more 
despicable and brutal. Remember Spokane, Portland, Aber- 
deen, San Diego, Oakland, Sacramento and other cities; and 
let the hungry and persecuted toilers speak, and they would 
unhesitatingly favor a short shift in lieu of a twenty-four- 
hour shift. If the firefighters want-our support, let them 
deserve it by their actions, or else we are compelled to class 
them with the police and dealt accordingly. 

2 * 


“The Menace,” an anti-Catholic publication of Aurora, 
Mo., has been denied admission through the Canadian mails. 
This is an argument in favor of those simpletons who claim 
that religion is a private matter instead of a public curse. 
Not that we are shedding any tears in behalf of this late 
victim of papal tyranny; on the contrary, since it chooses to 
classify Anarchists with murderers and thieves we are fully 
convinced that there’s a menace in “The Menace;” and since 
it poses as a staunch supporter of government—let it enjoy 
this discrimination to its heart’s content. 

* oe * 


If the editor of the Tacoma Labor Advocate is short of 
persuasive arguments and cannot settle the printers’ strike 
in any other way than by discrediting the I. W. W., let him 
and his fellow craftsmen take a vibratory treatment for 
curvature of the spine, then follow it up with a radical sabo- 
tage remedy applied to the stubborn open-shoppers; we can- 
not guarantee permanent cure for labor troubles, but at 
least it will give temporary relief. 

* * 


The idea to celebrate May 1st as a workingmen’s holiday, 
to demonstrate to the exploiters the power and the magni- 
tude of the exploited originated in Paris, in 1889, being pro- 
posed by an American workingman, and was hailed enthusias- 
tically among the workers in Europe. There the idea gained 
prominence and greatly alarmed the capitalist class. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of slaves laid down their tools and en- 
joyed their own holiday. But corrupt leadership, especially 
among the Social Democracy in Germany, soon perceived that 
such rebellious spirit would jeopardize their success of politi- 
cal action and the duped workers were induced to celebrate 
their holiday the first Sunday in May, which, of course, did 
not arouse the animosity of their employers, but reduced the 
idea to a puerile farce and thus it is that the first of May 
celebration at present has no significance. Yet it was labor’s 
first attempt to test its own power; to the rebel heart it 
conveyed the salutation of spring; it embodies the bliss of 
growth, the glory of action; nature’s awakening calls forth 
in our being a yearning for expression, a renewal of hopes, 
a fervent desire to strive and usher in cur midst the coming 
spring of the human race. * * * 


H. E. Sawdon sends us a copy of his “New Social Sys- 
tem, the Correct Basis of Economics and Ethics.” To be 
frank, we will state that we do not find anything new in his 
work beyond his intention to formulate a social theory out 
of an insignificant colonizing scheme. Be practical, he tells 
us. Yet he forgets that a practical scheme is either one 
already in existence or a scheme that could be carried out 
under existing conditions. But it is exactly the existing 
conditions that both of us object to; and any scheme that 
could accept these conditions is both wrong and foolish. The 
prospect of burying ourselves in a colony is not alluring to 
us. It may be compatible with those who wish to seek solace 
for their waning revolutionary spirit, and in that case let 
them admit their unwillingness to continue the struggle; but 
for liberty’s sake, let’s not make a social philosophy out of 
that tired feeling. 


| 
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We are not tenderfeet, but let us assure you that we 
would rather face a pair of enraged lions than kick a Social- 
ist dogma around. Without doubt it is the fiercest animal in 
the social jungle. Our article on “The Bugbear of Social- 
ism” has caused a Socialist reader to reach such a pitch 
of indignation that we were completely overwhelmed by his 
logic and eloquence. Anarchism, if it ever comes, will be 
reached only through the Socialist state, says our friend, C. 
Anderson of Olympia. Not so fast; we are not magicians, 
consequently do not believe in hocus-pocus proceedings, nor 
countenance that any solution of social problems is impend- 
ing, and that the millenium will be ushered in our midst 
by the mysterious hand of evolution. What kind of stuff 
is this evolution made of? To us, it is but conscious human 
effort determined by human will power, translating certain 
ideas into practice. The people are not ready for Anarchism. 
True, are they ready for Socialism? Anarchism will be if 
we set our minds to gain adherents, and have people con- 
sider its merits; otherwise Mr. Anderson will have his way 
provided he makes an effort to disseminate his ideas. So 
we stand equal chance. If the standard of human develop- 
ment will be raised by our education in a thorough libertarian 
sense, we will have Anarchist Communism. If the revolu- 
tionists are caught napping and vainglorious, oily-tongued 
politicians will sway public opinion, why we will have an 
industrial-political-meddlesome state, then good-bye free- 
dom: Anarchism has been not only counted out but hung in 
effigy by our Socialist friends. Yet, Phoenix-like, it rises 
from its ashes, and its tenets stand out in bold relief above 
all other social philosophies for the simple reason that it 

laces man, his needs, his growth, his freedom, his social 
instinct, his desire for expression in the foreground and 
leaves systems, red-tape bureaucracy to the dabblers in red 
politics. Moreover, since we have no political nest to feather, 
we can afford to speak our mind freely and completely. 
That this is not the case with our opponent is evidenced 
by the closing sentence of his tirade against us: “People 
only know Anarchism with its worst dress on. I know it 
under either dress, but will never put them wise nor even 
attempt it,” which goes to prove that in addition to his hav- 
ing a mind befogged with metaphysical moonshine, his re- 
mark savors of bad faith and prejudice, and reveals a par- 
uticen attitude simply to bolster up a dogma instead of plac- 
ing himself at the service of truth and justice. And since 
he suggests that we ought to turn our batteries against the 
church—all churches—we will follow his suggestion and be- 
gin with the most fallible, dogmatic and bigoted institution 
advanced by our Marxian friends—State Socialism. 

* * * 


That he who uses the social organism analogy does not 
see cleirly, seems plain to us at least. A few weeks ago a 
prominent Socialist stood before an audience, and by way 
of proving social interdependence asked: “Now, if I were 
to cut off or injure these fingers would not my whole body 
suffer?” Yes, and following the same line or reasoning, 
if you injure half your organism the rest would suffer, and 
this under any circumstances. Now, if society were an or- 
ganism, the same would be true of it, yet we do not find it 
so, since the injury done at present to the greater half of 
society only serves to increase the luxury of the other. The 
more workers there are willing to starve on small wages, 
and accept any injury, peaceably, that is caused by the avar- 
ice of their employers, the greater the profit and comfort 
of said employers, and the government officials, who could 
grow fat at leisure. Surely it would be difficult to show 
where the injury to society touches them. 


The revolutionary idealists play a far greater role in his- 
tory than the so-called practical men, who apparently got 
that name mostly because they do not act, but merely hush 
and retard things. How fiercely the “dreamers,” these 
“visionaries,” the apostles of teachings which confuse and 
scare even the average intelligent man, have been scoffed 
and ridiculed! These “utopians” have been trated as 
hopeless lunatics, until they stepped into the front .anks in 
times of excitement and greatly stimulated historical de- 
velopments. These idealists understood the times and men 
better than the sober, “practical” ones. They were thor- 
oughly convinced of the correctness of their ideas, which 
seemed to be visionary to others; and, above all, they be- 
lieved in the victory of their ideas. They were idealists, 
meditators and dreamers who in the eighteenth century were 
sowing the seed of the revolution in France and helped to 
fight the battle through. And idealists will prepare and bring 
about the revolution of the future. 


SHALL HAR DAYAL BE DEPORTED? 


Latest advices from San Francisco convey tidings to the 
effect that Har Dayal, well-known lecturer and thinker, has 
been arrested and placed under $1,000 bail, pending a decis- 
ion of the immigration authorities, who are to decide whether 
he is an undesirable citizen and liable to deportation. The 
arrest of Dayal is said to be the outcome of a country-wide 
investigation into the actions of Hindus residing in this 
country, accused of fomenting sedition against the British 
government in India, who instigated the arrest. 


Comrade Dayal, besides being secretary of the San Fran- 
cisco Radical club, and founder of the Bakunin Institute of 
Haywards, California, is an active revolutionist and a man 
of education and conviction. His article, “Love and Liberty 
Rise and Fall Together,” found elsewhere in this issue, re- 
veals a master hand, inspired by a mind endowed by superb 
idealism. We will divorce ourselves from any prudent reserve 
and sincerely hope that the charges placed against him have 


thorough foundation. If Dayal has placed his mind, his heart, 


and revolutionary activity in behalf of. the downtrodden Hin- 
du chafing under the yoke of British tule, it is one of his 
most admirable assets. Emulate him; for no man with red 
blood in his veins could look upon the sufferings of a poor 
deluded race, crushed in spirit by a religion of resignation, 
without raising his voice, his pen or his hand! 

It behooves us revolutionists to see that this great, bloated 
democracy of ours does not degenerate into doing Scotland 
Yard service for other nations with impunity. The deporta- 
tion of Dayal may be but a mere incident in the political life 
of a nation, but the effect it will have upon our moral integ- 
rity will be far-reaching and significant; our apathetic atti- 
tude will cast an odious reflection upon claims of civilized 
human beings. Our efforts must be directed in restoring to 
this country the right of asylum to all political offenders or 
sink into oblivion as the most slavish beings that crawl on 
the face of the earth. Let us raise our voice in mighty pro- 
test; let it vibrate with revolt before the last vestige of liberty 
has waned from these shores. 


A PLAIN STATEMENT. 


Tacoma, Wash., March 28, 1914. 


Editor “Why ?”—A statement has been made by the Ta- 
coma Labor Advocate that Kelly, who was arrested as the 
leader of the unemployed army in California, is a member. 
of the I. W. W. This is absolutely false. Kelly wanted a 
card in the I. W. W., but was rejected, as he was not a bona 
fide worker. As to his being with Thorne is also untrue. 
Thorne headed a section known as the “Union,” while Kelly 
lead a faction that was more or less opposed to the I. W. W. 
Thorne had a following of about two-thirds of the unemploy- 
ed, while Kelly had but one-third. Not only was Kelly not 
a member of our organization here, in San Francisco or else- 
where, but always opposed it and its influence. What motive 
the editor of the Tacoma Labor Advocate may have had in 
printing such a story I do not know, but it is evident that he 
has made a grave error in not coming to us and finding out 
the truth before rushing into print. He owes the I. W. W. 
an apology; will he be man enough to do it openly, as he 
has made his false statement? If not, let him not claim to be 
an honest man. If Kelly scabbed on the typos it is only what 
Jim Lynch forced his members to do in 1912 in the Chicago 
newspaper strike, The I. W. W. is unalterably opposed to all 
forms of scabbing, and does nct scab on any organization, or 
advocate scabbing. Our aim is to bring about a solidarity 
of labor that will make scabbing impossible. 

Yours for the Social Revolution, 

W. I. FISHER, 


Secretary I. W. W., Tacoma, Wash. 
IN THE SOCIAL ALLEY. 


The Pessimist: ‘Phew! 
stinks!” 
The Optimist: 
The Meliorist: 
The Pessimist (to himself): 
same.” 
The Socialist: “Why not scientifically regulate it?” 
The Anarchist: “I’ll do away with it altogether.” 
Chorus: “It can’t be done; we must have it—absurd!” 
And they are still discussing it. 


How that social garbage can 


“Yes, we ought to hide it.” 
“Guess I’ll put a lid on it.” 
“Tt will smell just the 


6 WHY? 


LIBERTY AND LOVE RISE AND FALL 
TOGETHER. 


Liberty is the first condition of growth, because we are 
not all alike. Life presents an infinite variety of gift and 
endowment. No bird is like another; each flower it its own 
counterpart. The biologist knows that there are no real 
species: there are only individuals. As we ascend in the 
scale of evolution, individuality clamors incessantly for rec- 
ognition. It perplexes and bewilders us. It gives the world 
the appearance of a tangled tropical jungle, sublime in its 
immense confusion. We stand mute with wonder at the 
spectacle of billions of living beings striving for enjoyment 
and development, each of which is a universe to itself. There 
is no rule nor measure or model or pattern for them all. 
Each one is a comet, with an orbit of its own: it comes and 
goes and no one but itself knows why. This principle of dif- 
ferentiation makes life rich and beautiful. It is an intel- 
lectual stimulant. It cheers up the sick and weary spirits, 
who may otherwise drug themselves with the opiate of pes- 
simism. 

Nature does not seem to send forth men and women like 
coins from a mint: she appears to mould them as a sculptor 
chisels statues. Some of us are born poets: others are born 
mathematicians. Each child-birth is a new act of creation. 

And this is another reason why liberty is sunshine and 
air to human life. It is one of my deepest convictions that 
every individual is endowed with some valuable gifts. No 
one comes empty-handed into the world. No one is a dis- 
inherited child of Time. Every newborn babe is heir to a 
portion of the wealth that life has accumulated through 
ages of travail—an eye for beauty and color, or an ear for 
harmony, or a talent for literary expression, or a sense of 
humor, or skill in synthesis and analysis, or a retentive 
memory, or an aptitude for imitation. Bacon said, “Some 
are born great: some achieve greatness.” I think that all 
are born great, but through lack of opportunity, only a few 
achieve greatness. We are not so commonplace as we look. 
Genius of some kind or other is latent in every man and 
woman. And liberty is necessary for its unfoldment. 


As all are diverse, no universally valid law can be dis- 
covered. Mankind cannot be grouped into brigades and bat- 
talions. There is no one ideal for all. Each of us must 
find the law of his or her being. Humanity is an abstraction: 
men and women are concrete entities. They who violate the 
freedom of others in the name of social welfare sacrifice 
a reality for a phrase. If society cannot thrive without 
crushing the individual, so much the worse for such society. 
And what is this same society? John I know and Jane I 
know: but where is society? Prophets and lawgivers, who 
set forth absolute rules and precepts for the guidance of 
others, forget that there is no common denominator for man- 
kind. Hence the failure of all static regulation that crushes 
liberty. 

All officious counsel and interference would disappear 
from the world if we learned this simple and grammatically 
unimpeachable sentence: “I am I, and you are you, and he 
is he.” The popular mind even now dimly perceives that 
there is something wrong in prescribing a line of conduct 
for others. We often hear the apologetic phrase: “If I were 
you, I should act thus.”” But the conditional clause is absurd 
and destroys the validity of all that follows. 


Liberty must be tasted before it can be loved. Arguments 
and appeals will not rouse the dormant love of liberty in an 
enslaved person or class. That is why slaves seldom strive 
for freedom. When their bonds are partially relaxed by 
some external agency, they begin to learn that liberty is 
sweet. Then, like Oliver Twist, they ask for more. This 
law of human psychology is a cogent argument for optim- 
ism. Like a stone rolling down hill, liberty creates its own 
momentum as it speeds along its path. Thus it acquires that 
explosive force, which shatters ancient institutions founded 
on ignorance and slavery. Therefore, whoever loses, liberty 
always wins. 

Liberty is incompatible with certain weaknesses of un- 
developed natures. He who would be free must conquer these 
failings. 

Liberty cannot live long with slavery to the senses and 
the appetites. Alone among living beings, man is cursed 
with the craving for overstimulation. Man’s nervous system 
is the crown and flower of evolution, but it is also his worst 
enemy. While it brings ineffable joys within his reach, it 
can also be the instrument of the blackest misery and slay- 


ery. It is a two-edged sword, which man must learn to 
wield before he be free. 

Slavery to things is unworthy of a rational being. Slav- 
ery to meats and spices, alcohol and opium is the very nega- 
tion of liberty. Slavery to sensation pleasant and unpleas- 
ant keeps us wallowing in the mire of sensuality, while we 
take the name of liberty in vain. Pleasure in many alluring 
disguises forges new fetters for us, and we allow ourselves 
to be enslaved by ignoble lust. 

Slavery to the appetites often paves the way for slavery 
to persons. Thousands of well-educated men and women 
are willing slaves of capitalism and government on, account 
of their ungoverned passions and unworthy aims. They 
prostitute their talent for filthy gold, which they spend on 
still more filthy things. Food, drink, clothes, houses, women, 
honor, notoriety—for these baubles they sell themselves body 
and soul to the propertied classes. They cannot complain 
that circumstances compel them to serve the system. The 
people are enslaved by property and government: but the 
intellectual classes enslave themselves. 


Liberty is also incompatible with excess of emotion. Emo- 
tion is a good servant but a bad master. It should be re- 
garded as a means of growth, but many take it as an end 
in itself. It must not be allowed to overwhelm reason and 
conscience, or nothing will remain of the personality but 
dust and ashes. Love not any one overmuch. A finger near 
the eye can shut out the heavens from view: our loved ones— 
father and mother, brother and sister, friend and sweetheart 
—make us forget the ideal. He who would be free must travel 
alone. Irrational love makes cowards and suicides of us all. 
Man is not born to dote on this or that individual, but to 
develop himself and serve his kind. Personality is too 
precious a possession to be maimed and marred for the pass- 
ing pleasure of others. No sweetheart can give me what 
I lose if I love her too much. He who entwines his life too 
closely with others for mere emotional indulgence is unfit 
for liberty. 

Liberty is also killed by vanity. The vain man is the 
most miserable of slaves. He is always thinking of the opinion 
of others. A compliment can make him happy, and a dis- 
paraging remark can plunge him in grief. Many great, men 
unconsciously lose their freedom on account of this weak- 
ness. 

Some thinkers have feared that unrestrained liberty may 
lead to discord and violence. They have tried to discover 
some law to limit the liberty of each for the good of all—a 
phrase which contains a contradiction in terms. Herbert 
Spencer’s famous formula of equal liberty covers a multitude 
of fallacies beneath a mass of words. John Stuart Mill also 
groped in the dark for a solution of an impossible problem. 

There is no such thing as qualified freedom. Liberty can- 
not be limited. Like a diamond, it loses its identity if it is 
divided and portioned out. The very concept of “equal free- 
dom” is untenable. Quantitative terms cannot be used in 
speaking of freedom. ; 

These philosophers seem to think of freedom as some- 
thing given to each, whereas it is really a mark of quality 
of personality. It springs from within, not from without. 
Language often leads us astray. Free persons exist; “free- 
dom” is an abstract noun. Spencer and Mill talk of freedom 
as if it were a heap of grain to be equitably distributed 
among a number of people. They regard it objectively and 
quantitatively, and would fain weigh and measure that 
which cannot be weighed and measured. 

Both Spencer and Mill really discuss the legal and politi- 
cal concept of freedom. Both presuppose a coercive state as 
the guardian of liberty! Both devise permissive formula. 
“Every one is free to do that which he will, provided he in- 
fringes not the equal liberty of any other man.” “In self- 
regarding actions, every man should be free: in other-regard- 
ing actions, his liberty should be curtailed.” Who is to 
judge? Who is to administer these laws? Who is to main- 
tain the equilibrium of liberty among erring and contending 
mortals? Clearly some supernatural regulative agency is 
required for the realization of these ideals. Thus we are face 
to face with the same old question, “Who is to be in author- 
ity?” If all men are disposed to violate their neighbors’ 
freedom, who would be interested in enforcing Spencer’s 
canon? If only a few have such a tendency, why are they 
abnormal in the midst of a normal world? Spencer and Mill 
attempt to reconcile law with liberty. One might as well 
try to square the circle. Law and liberty cannot live together. 
One of them must perish. Philosophers, who seek a middle 
path, are crushed between the upper and the nether mill- 
stone. They conserve neither law nor liberty. 
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I_hold that absolute freedom brings no evils with it, for 
it is the foster-nurse of fraternity. Free men love one an- 
other. In proportion as men are free, they exhibit a fraternal 
spirit in social life. Even today, completely enslaved popu- 
lations are mean, cruel and unjust in comparison with those 
which are partially emancipated. The level of character 
is much higher in England, Holland and Switzerland than in 
Germany, Russia and Morocco. Liberty and love rise and 
fall together. Spencer and Mill forgot this great truth. 
They were hypnotised by government and did not think 
of linking liberty to love. They distrusted Liberty even 
while they sang its praise, and fell into the arms of her 
arch-enemy, Law. 

All lovers of freedom should realize the import of this 
principle. We are free—to grow, to serve, to love. Our free- 
dom must not degenerate into caprice or selfishness. Free- 
dom without love is a misnomer. It is sheer egoism mas- 
querading in the garb of freedom. 

Liberty has no essential connection with political democ- 
racy. These two may exist together, or they may not. 
Liberty can advance or decline under any form of govern- 
ment. All governments are destructive of liberty; only some 
are worse than others. It is a wrong notion that monarchy 
and oligarchy are necessarily inimical to liberty. Liberty 
grows where the sphere of government is restricted, what- 
ever its constitution may be. Parliaments can smother liberty 
as effectively as despots or oligarchs. The history of mod- 
ern France proves that arbitrary exercise of power may be 
as frequent in a democratic republic as under an irresponsi- 
ble bureaucracy. The Dutch, under a monarchy, are freer 
than the citizens of the American republic. The German 
people, with a parliament encumbered with more than a 
hundred Socialist deputies, are more enslaved than the sub- 
jects of the Turkish empire. 

Democracy is no safeguard of liberty. The greatest de- 
mocracy of the ancient world condemned Socrates to death. 
The Holy Inquisition was to a large extent only an executive 
of the popular will in the Middle Ages. Modern democracies 
santion bloody wars and absurd laws that crush those who 
vote for them. When the spirit of freedom is abroad, the 
rights of minorities are carefully protected. That is a great 
test. Judged by this standard, democracy often compares 
very unfavorably with other forms of government. The 
unenlightened mass of mediocrity, that constitutes the basis 
of democracy, is at bottom blindly conservative and loves 
conformity and uniformity more than freedom and progress. 
It does not value individuality and prefers to obey and adore 
2-d follow. The people should get bread and freedom and 
culture and all the good things of life: but power must not 
be given to the few or the many, for they have so little 
knowledge or wisdom. Philistinism and vulgarity are the 
characteristics of democracy today. The privileged classes 
have, as a rule, persecuted in defence of their economic in- 
terests, but the people have often persecuted from passion and 
prejudice, ignorance and fanaticism. 

At the present moment, liberty is menaced by many 
hostile forces. What little freedom some communities have 
been able to wrest from governments and churches is being 
curtailed in many ways on account of the thoughtlessness 
of the multitude. In the United States, government has re- 
cently extended its control over personal life. Municipal 
ordinances for the moral improvement of the people come 
thick and fast. A particularly backward state has enacted 
that marriage cannot be contracted without the consent of 
one parent of either party. All sex-relations out of wed- 
lock have been declared criminal in some states. The Mor- 
mons are persecuted on account of an institution which is 
voluntarily accepted and which inflicts no injury on others. 
Prohibition is a favorite device for the promotion of temper- 
ance. Sterilization of the “unfit” is the latest fad of the 
law-lovers and law-mongers of this great democracy. In 
this respect, America presents a curious spectacle of retro- 
gression in comparison with Europe. 

Slowly the cloud is creeping over other civilized countries. 
The ery for state regulation swells in volume as manhood 
decays and society seeks short cuts to efficiency and happi- 
ness. This phenomenon saddened and embittered the last 
days of Herbert Spencer. We should awaken the people from 
their torpor and teacl.sthem not to surrender themselves 
bound hand and foot to bureaucracy. It is uphill work, for 
the people are inert and ignorant. But we should remember 
that humanity is still in its infancy. 

It is an encouraging sign of the times that social toler- 
ance is growing apace on account of a clearer recognition 
of the relativity of belief and conduct. Advocates of un- 


popular causes and opinions are not ostracized as completely 
as before. Friendly intercourse among members of different 
churches and parties is on the increase. 

The radicals will soon have to add another phrase to the 
vocabulary of the emancipatory movement. We are familiar 
with the dear old war cries: Freedom of Speech, Freedom of 
Assembly, Freedom of the Press. Now the time has come 
to rally our forces for a long and bitter struggle to secure 
Freedom of Education for our children. Modern democratic 
states insist on driving all children to the shambles called 
the public schools. They trample on the rights of those who 
detest the state as the heretics detested the Catholic church 
in the Middle Ages. But we declare that we will not give 
up our children to be brought up as conservatives and patriots 
even though all the governments of the world should perse- 
cute us as Rome persecuted the Christians. And we should 
mature our ideas and perfect our organization for the im- 
pending struggle. 

We, the Anarchists, heirs of a glorious tradition of hero- 
ism and sacrifice, are the trustees of the future of humanity. 
We are the enlightened ones, lovers of truth, defenders of 
the weak and the oppressed, harbingers of love and joy and 
peace. The rich and the mighty tremble at var name. Let 
us do our duty to our martyrs and heroes, to ourselves and 
to posterity. Comrades, cast your bread on the waters and 
after many days it will come back to you. Liberty calls you 


to her service. 
HAR DAYAL. 
LIBERTY LUMINANTS. 


Pessimism is death. 

Wisdom is never angry. 

Time is the hope of effort. 

Progress writes no program. 

Privilege is the father of bribery. 

Freedom makes no compromises. 

Liberty’s night has at least its stars. 

Rejoice that you have something to achieve. 

The public is all the people who do not think. 

Reason convinces, but dogmatism uses a big club. 

Nothing has failed into which men have put their whole 
hearts. 

Politics is a game in which you risk your freedom for a 
chance to rule. 

Truth is anxious that men should know, authority that 
men should obey. 

The Single Tax will be one dangerous giafit in the place 
of many little taxes. 

It is always the other man who cannot be trusted with 
liberty. And he points to you. 

There is nothing that men will not die for, as history 
proves; but few men will live for a thing. 

The Anarchist has faith in men; the politician has none; 
which comes from the fact that each knows himself. 

The capitalist has taken to hiring orators to tell the work- 
ingmen how much they are loved by their masters; the cap- 
italist meanwhile sits by and wipes away thousand dollar 
tears on a million dollar handkerchief. 

We are not to have freedom if our shepherds can prevent 
it, until we have shown that we can control ourselves with- 
out shepherds. How this miracle can be accomplished, how 
we can be shepherded and at the same time learn to be,free, 
is a matter which only the most profound of statesmen un- 


derstand. we 
GRADATIONS OF THEFT. 

Stealing $1,000,000—genius. 
Stealing $500,000—sagacity. 
Stealing $100,000—shrewdness. 
Stealing $50,000—misfortune. 
Stealing $15,000—irregularity. 
Stealing $10,000—misappropriation. 
Stealing $5,000—speculation. 
Stealing $2,500—embezzlement. 
Stealing $1,250—swindling. 
Stealing $100—larceny. 
Stealing $10—theft. 
Stealing a ham—war on Society. 


In a Western justice court the defendant’s lawyer ad- 
dressed the jury: 

“Gentlemen, one word more. It is no longer the lawyer 
who is pleading for this prisoner; it is the honest man speak- 
ing to you.” 

Here’s at least one lawyer who does not flatter his pro- 
fession! 


ie 3) 


WHY ? 


AGAINST REPRESSION 


The growing repression, more and more tyrannical, which 
the governments of most European nations and of America 
practice against every element daring to uphold, by speech or 
writing, Truth and Justice, and against others who, driven 
by necessity and misery, are obliged to defend themselves 
from the aggressor by acting directly on the most sensitive 
point of our common enemy, Capitalism, and its mediums of 
defense, the State, Magistracy, the Army—this ferocious per- 
secution, which, for the most part, is directed against us, the 
Anarchists, must have a stopping point. This stopping point 
depends on our action, and that action must come from our 
understanding. It is, therefore, necessary that we should 
begin this business with enthusiasm, diligence, and energy, 
and come to the help of our comrades who have fallen defend- 
ing the ideas which we have in common. 

In every prison there are some rebels who have suffered 
from the severity of a society of lies and tyranny. They need 
our aid, and we must not be lacking in the finest of our duties 
—Solidarity. For this purpose, a number of groups, from 
every nationality living in Paris, have formed an Internation- 
al Committee, with a view of undertaking, in common accord 
with our friends in every country, an energetic and simul- 
taneous campaign of agitation in order to release our com- 
rades. 

France has her modern Bastiles, where at all times are 
imprisoned a great number of the most militant Anarchists 
and revolutionary Syndicalists. Russia has Siberia, the gar- 
den of anguish of Russian revolutionaries, and of all those 
who, without being revolutionary, dared to think otherwise 
than the murderous Tsar. We can count by thousands the 
human beings who perish annually in the prisons. Spain 
continues the story; her prisons are full of rebels, whose 
jailers render their lives unbearable. Woe betide those whw 
claim even a glight mitigation of the terrible treatment tite 
endure. These persecutions are also continued in great num- 
bers in the young Portuguese Republic. And in a lunatic 
asylum in Italy there is our comrade Masetti, whe, at the 
time of the war in Tripoli, fired at his colonel, who was ex- 
horting his soldiers to go to the slaughter of the Arabs. 


In the Western hemisphere we find the same tragedies. In 
the dungeons of Camaquaz (Cuba) are Vasquez and Estevez, 
for having justifiably defended themselves against an ex- 
ploiter, who, revolver in hand, so taunted and provoked them 
at their work, when they had asked simply the price of their 
labor, that at last, their patience exhausted, they were 
obliged to retaliate (after one of them had been shot in the 
hand), and snatching the revolver from the exploiter, re- 
turned shot for shot. They are likely to be sentenced to long 
terms of imprisonment. Our comrades Antilli, Barrera, and 
Gonzales are also imprisoned by the “nice” federal Argen- 
tine Republic for having expressed their ideas in the journals 
La Protesta and El Combate. Many others have been thrown 
into prison by this Republican government. 

Thus men suffer and die in every land, victims of Capi- 
talism and governments. At the same time it is certain that 
we are in ignorance of a great deal of the sufferings of many 
more victims. To make known, all over the world, even to 
the remotest villages, the crimes which are continually being 
committed, for which everywhere a cry of protest shall be 
raised, and, so that each one may help as much as possible, 
either financially or morally, we have formed a committee in 
Paris. This committee is not a center of action, it is simply 
the central address of the thousand committees which must 
be formed everywhere. Let each man of heart who feels the 
sufferings of the victims form a committee with some friends 
in his district, with a view of agitating by themselves, and 
to work with us to obtain all information. For, as soon as a 
complaint reaches us, from no matter which land, we will 
draw up circulars in order to inform the other committees. 
Thus, in each country, in each province, town, or village, in 
all places where comrades are willing, they may constitute 
committees and will be constantly advised of the misdeeds, 
and of that which must be done to protest and agitate against 
the governments. 

We wish to avoid the danger of centralization. The com- 
mittee in Paris is, in short, not a bureau to direct the move- 
ment. That the groups should organize to protest against 
some special misdeed, that the groups draw up the circulars, 
arrange meetings, etc., is, therefore, what we wish; so as to 
let the whole world know, by means of the Press, and every 
means of protestation, all the crimes, all the injustice, and 
all the persecutions of which all governments are guilty. 


That is how we intend to organize our useful and necessary 
work; let each one help us according to his means and ability. 
We invite every Anarchist and Labor Paper to reproduce this 
manifesto. 

Address adherence and correspondence to Les Temps 
Nouveaux, 4, Rue Broca, Paris; or to Le Libertaire, 15 Rue 
d’Orsel, Paris. 


BY THE WAYSIDE. 


In a recent meeting held in Denver a goodly number of 
women went on record declaring that they will not tolerate 
another war wherein they are the ones to suffer and bear the 
sorrows of having their sons shot down like dogs to protect 
property in Mexico or elsewhere. The American champions 
of woman suffrage will now have to take a back seat. 

* * * 


Winston Churchill demands that the British government 
appropriate no less than $275,750,000 for new warships as 
means of defense against foreign foes. It is clear to be seen 
that the patient Britons have more to fear from “friends” 
like Churchill than from imaginary foes abroad. 

* * * 


The mine owners of Colorado are suing the Miners’ Union 
for $1,000,000 damages suffered during the recent strike. 
Moral: Do not swell the treasury, but invest in some salu- 
tary means of defense. 

* * * 

The government has decided to investigate the causes of 
unemployment. If this latest outgrowth of paternalism will 
not bring relief to the starving, it will at least succeed in 
doing something tangible for officials. Investigations always 
qay-—the iavestigator. 

* * * 

Statistics show that last year 2,785 miners lost their lives 
tu the ewoal regions, or 425 more than in 1912. This industry 
now employs 728,355 miners and, while this number exceeds 
but 6,000 that of previous years, the output has increased 
between 30 and 40 millions of tons of coal. With these grue- 
some figures before us in their silent eloquence, comments 
are superfluous. Away with maudlin sentiment. Miner, 
think—and act! 

iP Oe 

Frank Tannenbaum, who led a half-starved and shivering 
crowd of unemployed to seek shelter in a church in New York 
City, was sentenced to serve a term of one year imprisonment 
and to pay a $500 fine for his sacrilege, the Catholic fathers 
instigating the prosecution. This event will at least help 
to tear off the mask of hypocrisy from would-be sentimen- 
talists who still cling to. the belief that churches preach and 
practice the brotherhood of man. Verily, the Christ legend 
has been a source of power and wealth to the church, and has 
brought nothing but woe to the disinherited it claims to 
redeem. 

* * * 

The courts of Frankfort,’ Germany, rezently sentenced 
Rosa Luxemburg to one year hard labor for having advised 
the German workers to refuse to bear arms against their 
French brothers beyond the border in case of war. Her atti- 
tude is doubly admirable compared with that of her Socialist 
ee in office, who are greater patriots than the Kaiser 

imself. 


‘ 


xk *e * 


Mother Jones, who recently spent four months in prison 
for her participation in the Colorado strike and was ordered 
not to return, defied the injunction of Gen. Chase and again 
made her appearance upon the scene of trouble and was 
subjected once more to most brutal treatment. After these 
bitter experiences will she still cling tenaciously to her belief 
of the benefits of government institutions? 

* * * 


Dr. James Barr, of England, an eminent specialist on tu- 
berculosis, has made the astounding statement that the pris- 
ons of England are the best sanatoria in the kingdom and 
that the death rate is lower than among members of Parlia- 
ment. Now the question arises, why not induce the honorable 
M. P.’s to exchange places with the prisoners? 


CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED 


Rice, 60¢; Piccirillo, 50c; Morel, $20; Mammersmark, $1; 
Weik, $1; R. E. D., $2.50; Erkelen, $1; Alt, $1; Lyons, $1; 
Piccirillo, $1; Kremer, $2. 


